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REP 2007 vs Hep2 EC cells 
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REP 2006 vs COX B2 
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REP 2006 VSLLC-MK2 cells 
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FP Serum Interaction test with PS-ODN randomers of increasing size 
baseline (unbound bait): 86mP 
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Competition tost with REP 2006 encapsulated with Cytofeclin 
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Bait size versus bait polarization (HSV-1) 
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Bait size versus bait polarization (HIV-1) 
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FIG. 29b 

Bait size versus bait polarization (RSV) 
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Oligo com petitor size vs bait com petition (HSV-1) 
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Oligo competitor size vs bait com petition (HIV-1) 
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Oligo com petitor size vs bait com petition (RSV) 
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Bait size vs p24 binding 
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Cellular Uptake of REP 2004-FL 
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Sequence composition vs lysate binding (HSV-1) 
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Sequence composition vs lysate binding (HIV-1) 
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Sequence composition vs lysate binding (RSV) 
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REPLICOR compounds versus Vaccinia 
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SEQUENCE COMPOSITION VS ANTI-HSV 
EFFICACY 
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Effect of sequence composition on efficiacy 
against HSV-1 
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